randomized with computer-generated random table for verbal (Group A 30 patients, 40 eyes) and image ( Fig. 1 ) assisted counseling (Group B, 30 patients, 40 eyes). Imaging was done with MII Ret Cam (MII Ret Cam Inc, Coimbatore, TN, India). Baseline parameters were similar in both the groups (Table 1) . Patient Satisfaction Questionnaire was analyzed and compared between both the groups. Responses to each item were given a 5-point scale ranging from strongly agree (5 points) to strongly disagree (0 points). (Table 2A) The data collected from the patients were analyzed using SPSS version 16.0 for windows. Descriptive analysis was carried out to exhibit the frequency observations, mean and standard deviation. Independent t-test analysis was used to test the significant difference between two groups on selected variables.
The responses of the patient survey (n = 60) showed that image-based explanation is superior to the verbal explanation at each level of understanding starting from patients understanding about the disease up to its treatment options and willingness to undergo the procedure. (Table 2B) As clinicians discover new findings in the peripheral retina with wide-field retinal imaging, the role of right communication regarding the significance of these lesions will increase. The present study is an example of the regular clinic that shows how visual cues can help in patient satisfaction and help them to make treatment decisions. Retinal imaging is fast progressing towards wide-field imaging; we expect clinicians and researchers who are working in this area to monitor patient-centric data along with scientific data.
The study has limitations in terms of small sample size. However, the study does highlight the role of imagebased counseling in peripheral retinal lesions. Further large studies in this area with modalities such as Optos (Optos plc, Dunfermline, UK) can help to understand the importance of wide-field imaging in patient education and counseling. I would like to undergo the treatment advised by the doctor 3 ± 0.6 3.9 ± 0.8 <0.0001 (CI −1.265 to −0.535) I would like to take a second opinion before undergoing treatment 3.2 ± 0.8 2.2 ± 1.1 <0.001 (CI = 0.503 to 1.497)
